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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 06/25/2004 has been entered. Claims 1-2, 8-9, 
11, 17-18, 20-21, 24, 26, 29, 31-33, 51-52, 65, 73-74, 78-80, 82, 91, 93, 96, 97, 108, 110, and 
113-116 have been amended. Claims 38-39, 41, 53, 55, 58, 75, 77, 81, 83-86, 90, 92, 95, 109, 
11 1-112 have been canceled. Claims 1-37, 40, 42-52, 54, 56-57, 59-74, 76, 78-82, 87-89, 91, 93- 
94, 96-108, 110, and 1 13-1 16, are pending in the application. 

Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 and similar claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Tlaskal teaches the claim limitations set 
forth in the claim 1. In other words, Tlaskal teaches a method and apparatus for creating an 
image formed by rendering at least a plurality of graphical objects to be composited according to 
a compositing expression tree known as quadtree wherein an image space are divided into a 
plurality of mutually exclusive regions and each of the regions being examined to determine 
those objects which contribute to the regions and the expression tree is modified on the basis of 
the contribution of each of the objects with the region to form an optimized compositing 
expression for each region and composting the image using each of the optimized compositing 
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expressions. Tlaskal teaches identifying visible or opaque regions represented by a node in the 
expression and thereby identifying the transparent regions associated with the expression tree 
wherein the region representation for children nodes are propagated towards the root in the 
bottom-up traversal of the image region compositing (column 18 and 21-22). See also Figs. 1-24; 
column 12-18 and 23-24. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-37, 40, 42-52, 54, 56-57, 59-74, 76, 78-80, 82, 87-89, 91, 93-94, 96-108, 110, 
and 113-1 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Tlaskal et al. U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,795,589 (hereinafter Tlaskal). 

3. Re Claims 1, and 11: 

Tlaskal teaches a method of creating an image, said method comprising the steps of: 
Determining an opacity region representation for at least one node of the expression tree 
{A compositing tree known as a quadtree is a group of mutually exclusive regions and the region 
group at the root of the tree may contain hundreds of regions; Figs 1-24 and Table 1 of column 
12-14), the opacity region representation comprising one or more of three predetermined values, 
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each predetermined value distinctly identifying whether a corresponding region of an object 
represented by at least one node is an opaque region, a transparent region or a partially 
transparent region such that the opacity region representation simultaneously represents each 
opaque region, transparent region and partially transparent region of the object represented by at 
least one node {opacity region representation or quadtrees are described in Figs. 2-18 and 
associated with every node in a compositing tree is a group of mutually exclusive regions 
wherein the opacity information are described Table 1 of column 12-14 which contains opaque, 
transparent and partially transparent values of the image regions), wherein a union of each 
opacity region representation for the expression tree includes at least one of each of the three 
predetermined values (The set operations of the quadtree or intersections of regions are 
described in Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24)\ 

Determining an obscurance region representation for at least one node based on an 
analysis of the opacity region representation associated with at least one node of the expression 
tree (the obscurance region representation for at least one node in the expression is also 
described in Table 1 of column 12-14 and Figs. 2-18), the obscurance region representation 
being assigned one or more of a plurality of further predetermined values, each further 
predetermined value distinctly identifying whether a corresponding region of the object 
represented by at least one node is visible in the image (Identifying visible or opaque region for a 
node versus the other nodes in the expression tree and thereby identifying the transparent 
regions associated with the expression tree wherein the region representation for children nodes 
are propagated towards the root in a bottom-up traversal of the image region compositing in 
column 18 and 21-22. See Figs. 1-24; column 12-18 and 23-24); 
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Partitioning the object into a plurality of regions (e.g., an image object may be 
represented by a leaf node. A region group for a leaf node will typically contain one or more 
regions as represented by the leaf node in the expression tree, which together fully contain the 
non-transparent area of the graphical object represented by the leaf node wherein the non- 
transparent area of some graphical object can be divided into two regions, one fully opaque and 
the other with ordinary opacity; Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24); 

Overlaying the obscurance region representation on the partitioned object such that the 
partitioned object is substantially encompassed within the obscurance region representation 
(Region compositing or region arithmetic involves many different nodes in the expression tree 
having some particular region descriptions for opaque areas, regular opacity areas or 
transparent areas wherein the region representation for children nodes are propagated towards 
the root in a first bottom-up traversal for the image region compositing in Figs. 1-24; column 
12-16 and 21-24), 

Traversing the overlaid obscurance region representation to identify any of the plurality 
of regions of the partitioned object which include at least a portion of the visible region 
(Identifying visible or transparent region and non-transparent areas or regions for a node versus 
the other nodes in the expression tree and thereby identifying the transparent regions associated 
with the expression tree wherein the region representation for children nodes are propagated 
towards the root in a first bottom-up traversal of the image region compositing in column 18 and 
21-22. See Figs. 1-24; column 12-18 and 23-24); 
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Creating the image by rendering the identified regions {The image is rendered by the 
compositing tree through for example traversals of nodes in the expression tree. See Figs. 1-24; 
column 12-18 and 21-24). 



4. Re Claims 33, 51, 52, 80, 96, and 97: 

Tlaskal teaches a method for optimizing an expression, said method comprising the steps 

of 

Determining an opacity region representation for at least one node of the expression tree 
(A compositing tree known as a quadtree is a group of mutually exclusive regions and the region 
group at the root of the tree may contain hundreds of regions; Figs 1-24 and Table 1 of column 
12-14), the opacity region representation comprising one or more of three predetermined values, 
each predetermined value distinctly identifying whether a corresponding region of an object 
represented by at least one node is an opaque region, a transparent region or a partially 
transparent region such that the opacity region representation simultaneously represents each 
opaque region, transparent region and partially transparent region of the object represented by at 
least one node {opacity region representation are described in Figs. 2-18 and associated with 
every node in a compositing tree is a group of mutually exclusive regions wherein the opacity 
information are described Table 1 of column 12-14 which contains opaque, transparent and 
partially transparent values of the image regions and the set operations of the quadtree are 
described in Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24)\ 

Optimizing the expression tree {e.g., by reducing the number of per-pxiel compositing 
operations by exploiting the effect opaque operands have on the compositing operators; see 
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column 20-22) by determining an obscurance region representation (e.g., a quadtree representing 
the opaque and non-opaque regions for an image object) for at least one node of the expression 
tree based on an analysis of the opacity region representation associated with at least one node of 
the expression tree, the obscurance region representation being assigned one or more of a 
plurality of further predetermined values, each further predetermined value distinctly identifying 
whether a corresponding region of at least one object is visible in the image (Identifying visible 
or transparent region and non-transparent areas or regions for a node versus the other nodes in 
the expression tree and thereby identifying the transparent regions associated with the 
expression tree wherein the region representation for children nodes are propagated towards the 
root in a bottom-up traversal of the image region compositing in column 18 and 21-22. See Figs. 
1-24; column 12-18 and 21-24). 

Claim 2: 

The claim 2 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except additional 
claimed limitation of traversing the expression tree to detect the node including the obscurance 
region representation. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of traversing the 
expression tree to detect the node including the obscurance region representation (See Figs. 1-24; 
column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 3: 

The claim 3 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except additional 
claimed limitation that the obscurance region representation is traversed for each of the plurality 
of regions of the partitioned object. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation 
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that the obscurance region representation is traversed for each of the plurality of regions of the 
partitioned object (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 
Claim 4: 

The claim 4 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except additional 
claimed limitation of producing a map for the plurality of regions, wherein said map at least 
indicates any region which includes at least a portion of the visible region. However, Tlaskal 
further discloses the claimed limitation of producing a map for the plurality of regions, wherein 
said map at least indicates any region which includes at least a portion of the visible region -(See 
Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 5: 

The claim 5 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except additional 
claimed limitation that the map includes a flag for each of the regions which includes at least a 
portion of the visible region. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that the 
map includes a flag for each of the regions which includes at least a portion of the visible region 
(See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 6: 

The claim 6 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except additional 
claimed limitation of "run length encoding". However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed 
limitation of "run length encoding" (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 7: 

The claim 7 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 4 except additional 
claimed limitation that said map is traversed in a predetermined order to determine said 
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identified regions. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that said map is 
traversed in a predetermined order to determine said identified regions (See Figs. 1-24; column 
12-16 and 23-24). _ _ 

Claim 8: 

The claim 8 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except additional 
claimed limitation of "right leaning expression tree". However, Tlaskal further discloses the 
claimed limitation of "right leaning expression tree" (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 9: 

The claim 9 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except additional 
claimed limitation that the expression is a graphic object tree. However, Tlaskal further discloses 
the claimed limitation that the expression tree is a graphic object tree (See Figs. 1-24; column 
12-16 and 23-24). The examiner interprets a graphic object tree as a quadtree. 

Claim 10: 

The claim 10 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except 
additional claimed limitation that the obscurance region representation is a quadtree. However, 
Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that the obscurance region representation is a 
quadtree (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 12: 

The claim 12 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 1 except 
additional claimed limitation that the obscurance region representation is traversed for each of 
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the plurality of regions of the partitioned object. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed 
limitation that the obscurance region representation is traversed for each of the plurality of 
regions of the partitioned object (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 



Claims 13-19: 

The claim 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 19 encompasses the same scope of invention as that 
of claim 1 1 except additional claimed limitation that is respectively identical to claim 4, 5, 6, 7, 
8, 9, 10. The claims are rejected for the same reason set forth in above. 

Claims 20-25: 

The claim 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of 
claim 1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 10 except additional claimed limitation of "an apparatus". However, Tlaskal 
further discloses the claimed limitation of "an apparatus" (see the abstract, figure 19; column 

36). 

Claims 26-30: 

The claim 26, 27, 28, 29, 30 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 
11, 12, 13, 18, 19 except additional claimed limitation of "an apparatus". However, Tlaskal 
farther discloses the claimed limitation of "an apparatus" (see the abstract, figure 19; column 

36). 



Claims 3 1 : 
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The claim 31 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except 
additional claimed limitation of "a computer program for a computer comprising software code 
portions for performing a method". However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of 
"a computer program for a computer comprising software code portions for performing a 
method" (Figs. 23-24; column 36). 

Claims 32: 

The claim 32 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 1 except 
additional claimed limitation of "a computer readable medium storing a computer program". 
However, Tlaskal ftirther discloses the claimed limitation of "a computer readable medium 
storing a computer program" (Figs. 23-24; column 36). 

Claim 34: 

The claim 34 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of the opacity region representation being a first hierarchical 
structure. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of the opacity region 
representation being a first hierarchical structure (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 35: 

The claim 35 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of the obscurance region representation being a second hierarchical 
structure. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of the obscurance region 
representation being a second hierarchical structure (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 
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Claim 36: 

The claim 36 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of identifying nodes representing complex graphical object. 
However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of identifying nodes representing 
complex graphical object (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 37: 

The claim 37 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of determining an opacity region representation for each node 
identified. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of determining an opacity 
region representation for each node identified (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 40: 

The claim 40 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of the opacity region representation of a child node being at least 
propagated to a parent node associated with the child node. However, Tlaskal further discloses 
the claimed limitation of the opacity region representation of a child node being at least 
propagated to a parent node associated with the child node (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 
23-24). 

Claim 42: 

The claim 42 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of the obscurance region representation of a child node being at 
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least propagated to a parent node associated with the child node. However, Tlaskal further 
discloses the claimed limitation of the obscurance region representation of a child node being at 
least propagated to a parent node associated with the child node (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 
and 23-24). 

Claim 43: 

The claim 43 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 34 except 
additional claimed limitation that the hierarchical structure is dependent on an operation 
associated with a node for which the first hierarchical structure is constructed. 

However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that the hierarchical structure is 
dependent on an operation associated with a node for which the first hierarchical structure is 
constructed (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 44: 

The claim 44 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 35 except 
additional claimed limitation that the second hierarchical structure for a node are constructed by 
combining any first hierarchical structures associated with the node. However, Tlaskal further 
discloses the claimed limitation that the second hierarchical structure for a node are constructed 
by combining any first hierarchical structures associated with the node (See Figs. 1-24; column 
12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 45: 

The claim 45 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 34 except 
additional claimed limitation of each leaf node of the first hierarchical structure being assigned 
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one of the predetermined values depending on an opacity of a region associated with said leaf 
node. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of each leaf node of the first 
hierarchical structure being assigned one of the predetermined values depending on an opacity of 
a region associated with said leaf node (See Figs, 1-24; column J 2-1 6 and 23-24). 

Claim 46: 

The claim 46 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of "right leaning tree". However, Tlaskal further discloses the 
claimed limitation of "right leaning tree" (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24), 

Claim 47: 

The claim 47 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 34 except 
additional claimed limitation that each node of the first hierarchical structure comprises a pointer 
indicating children nodes associated with the node. However, Tlaskal further discloses the 
claimed limitation that each node of the first hierarchical structure comprises a pointer indicating 
children nodes associated with the node (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 48: 

The claim 48 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 35 except 
additional claimed limitation that the second hierarchical structure is quadtree. However, Tlaskal 
further discloses the claimed limitation that the second hierarchical structures is a quadtree (See 
Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 



Claim 49: 



Application/Control Number: 09/863,405 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2672 

The claim 49 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of the opacity region representation being a bounding box. 
However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed of the opacity region representation being a 
bounding box (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 50: 

The claim 50 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of the obscurance region representation being a bounding box. 
However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of the obscurance region representation 
being a bounding box (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 54: 

The claim 54 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation that each node having an associated complex graphical object is 
tagged. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that each node having an 
associated complex graphical object is tagged (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-16 and 23-24). 

Claim 56: 

The claim 56 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation that opacity information is propagated down the expression tree. 
However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that opacity information is propagated 
down the expression tree (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 57: 
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The claim 57 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation that an opacity region representation of a child node is at least 
propagated to a parent node associated with the child node. However, Tlaskal further discloses 
the claimed limitation that an opacity region representation of a child node is at least propagated 
to a parent node associated with the child node (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 59: 

The claim 59 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation of an obscurance region representation of a parent node being at 
least propagated to a child node associated with the parent node. However, Tlaskal further 
discloses the claimed limitation of the obscurance region representation of a parent node being at 
least propagated to a child node associated with the parent node (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-17 
and 23-24). 

Claim 60: 

The claim 60 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation of the opacity region representation being dependent on an 
operation associated with a node for which the first region representation is determined. 
However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of the opacity region representation 
being dependent on an operation associated with a node for which the first region representation 
is determined (See Figs, 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 61: 
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The claim 61 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation of the obscurance region representation for a node being 
determined by combining any first region representations associated with the node. However, 
Tlaskal fbrther discloses the claimed limitation of the obscurance region representation for a 
node being determined by combining any first region representations associated with the node 
(See Figs. 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 62: 

The claim 62 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation of each leaf node of the opacity region representation being 
assigned a value depending on an opacity of a region associated with the leaf node. 

However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of each leaf node of the opacity 
region representation being assigned a value depending on an opacity of a region associated with 
the leaf node (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 63: 

The claim 63 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation that each node of the opacity region representation comprises a 
pointer to indicate children nodes associated with the node. However, Tlaskal further discloses 
the claimed limitation that each node of the opacity region representation comprises a pointer to 
indicate children nodes associated with the node (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 64: 
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The claim 64 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 52 except 
additional claimed limitation that the opacity and obscurance region representations are 
quadtrees. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that the opacity and 
obscurance region representations are quadtrees (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claims 65-74 and 76: 

The claim 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76 encompasses the same scope of 
invention as that of claim 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 54 except additional claimed 
limitation of "an apparatus". However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of "an 
apparatus" (see the abstract, figure 19 and column 36). 

Claims 78: 

The claim 78 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of "a computer program for a computer comprising software code 
portions for performing a method". However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of 
"a computer program for a computer comprising software code portions for performing a 
method" (Figs. 19, 23-24 and column 36). 

Claims 79: 

The claim 79 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 33 except 
additional claimed limitation of "a computer readable medium storing a computer program". 
However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of "a computer readable medium 
storing a computer program" (figures 19, 23-24 and column 36). 
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Claim 82: 

The claim 82 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 81 except 
additional claimed limitation of identifying nodes of the expression tree, for which a compositing 
quadtree is required, depending on the opacity quadtree associated with the node. However, 
Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of identifying nodes of the expression tree, for 
which a compositing quadtree is required, depending on the opacity quadtree associated with the 
node (See Figs, 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 87: 

The claim 87 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 80 except 
additional claimed limitation that the opacity quadtree of a child node is at least propagated to a 
parent node associated with the child node. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed 
limitation that the opacity quadtree of a child node is at least propagated to a parent node 
associated with the child node (See Figs. 1-24; column 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 88: 

The claim 88 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 87 except 
additional claimed limitation that an opacity quadtree of the parent node is determined by 
merging at least two further opacity quadtrees. 

However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that the opacity quadtree of the 
parent node is determined by merging at least two further opacity quadtrees (See Figs. 1-24; 
column 12-1 7 and 23-24). 
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Claim 89: 

The claim 89 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 87 except 
additional claimed limitation that an opacity quadtree of the parent node is determined by 
merging at least one opacity quadtree and a bounding box. 

However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that an opacity quadtree of the 
parent node is determined by merging at least one opacity quadtree and a bounding box (See 
Figs. 1-24; column 10, 1 2- 1 7 and 23-24). 

Claim 91: 

The claim 91 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 81 except 
additional claimed limitation that an obscurance quadtree of a parent node is at least propagated 
to a child node associated with the parent node. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed 
limitation that an obscurance quadtree of a parent node is at least propagated to a child node 
associated with the parent node (See Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 93: 

The claim 93 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 80 except 
additional claimed limitation that each leaf node of the obscurance quadtree is assigned a value 
depending on an opacity of a region associated with the leaf node. 
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However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that each leaf node of the 
obscurance quadtree is assigned a value depending on an opacity of a region associated with the 
leaf node (See Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-17 and 23-24). 



Claim 94: 

The claim 94 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 80 except 
additional claimed limitation that each node of the opacity quadtree comprises a pointer to 
indicate children nodes associated with the node. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed 
limitation that each node of the opacity quadtree comprises a pointer to indicate children nodes 
associated with the node (See Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 98: 

The claim 98 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 97 except 
additional claimed limitation that is identical to claim 81. The claims are rejected for the same 
reason set forth in claim 8 1 . 

Claim 99: 

The claim 99 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 98 except 
additional claimed limitation that the opacity region representation comprises a second 
hierarchical structure representing an opacity of a region associated with a node. However, 
Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that the opacity region representation comprises a 
second hierarchical structure representing an opacity of a region associated with a node (See 
Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-1 7 and 23-24). 
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Claim 100: 

The claim 100 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of the claim 98 except 
additional claim limitation of the opacity region representation being a bounding box 
representing an opacity of a region associated with a node. However, Tlaskal further discloses 
the claim limitation of the opacity region representation being a bounding box representing an 
opacity of a region associated with a node (See Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-17 and 23-24), 

Claim 101: 

The claim 101 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 98 except 
additional claimed limitation that said first hierarchical structure is dependent on said opacity 
region representation. However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that said first 
hierarchical structure is dependent on said opacity region representation (See Figs. 1-24; column 
10, 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 102: 

The claim 102 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 97 except 
additional claimed limitation of the first traversal being a bottom-up traversal. However, Tlaskal 
further discloses the claimed limitation of the first traversal being a bottom-up traversal (See 
Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-1 7 and 23-24). 



Claim 103: 
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The claim 103 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 99 except 
additional claimed limitation that is identical to claim 87. The claims are rejected for the same 
reason set forth in claim 87. 



Claim 104: 

The claim 104 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 103 except 
additional claimed limitation that opacity region representation of the parent node is determined 
by merging at least two second hierarchical structures. 

However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that opacity region 
representation of the parent node is determined by merging at least two second hierarchical 
structures (See Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 105: 

The claim 105 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 103 except 
additional claimed limitation that opacity region representation of the parent node is determined 
by merging at least one second hierarchical structure and a bounding box. 

However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation that opacity region 
representation of said parent node is determined by merging at least one second hierarchical 
structure and a bounding box (See Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 106: 

The claim 106 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 97 except 
additional claimed limitation of said second traversal being a top-down traversal. However, 
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Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of said second traversal being a top-down 
traversal (See Figs. 1-24; column 10, 12-17 and 23-24). 

Claim 107: 

The claim 107 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 106 except 
additional claimed limitation that a first hierarchical structure of a parent node is at least 
propagated to a child node associated with said parent node. However, Tlaskal further discloses 
the claimed limitation that a first hierarchical structure of a parent node is at least propagated to a 
child node associated with said parent node (column 8, lines 33-44). 

Claims 108, 110, 113-114: 

The claim 108, 110, 113, 114 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 
80, 82, 96, 97 except additional claimed limitation of "an apparatus". However, Tlaskal further 
discloses the claimed limitation of "an apparatus" (see the abstract, figure 19 and column 36). 
The claim 108, 109, 1 10, 1 13, or 1 14 is therefore rejected for the same reason set forth in claim 
80, 82, 96 or 97 respectively. 

Claims 115: \ 
The claim 115 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 80 except 
additional claimed limitation of "a computer program for a computer comprising software code 
portions for performing a method". However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of 
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"a computer program for a computer comprising software code portions for performing a 
method" (See Figs. 19 and column 36). 
Claims 116: 

The claim 1 16 encompasses the same scope of invention as that of claim 97 except 
additional claimed limitation of "a computer readable medium storing a computer program". 
However, Tlaskal further discloses the claimed limitation of "a computer readable medium 
storing a computer program" (Fig. 19 and column 36). 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jin-Cheng Wang whose telephone number is (703) 605-1213. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 6:30 (Mon-Thu). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mike Razavi can be reached on (703) 305-4713. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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